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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

With respect to claim 1, lines 1-2, see as follows: a broad range or limitation together 
with a narrow range or limitation that falls within the broad range or limitation (in the same 
claim) is considered indefinite, since the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and 
bounds of the patent protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by 
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then narrow 
language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a question or doubt 
as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely exemplary of the remainder 
of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required feature of the claims. Note also, for 
example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 1 3 1 USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1 96 1 ); Ex parte Hall, 83 
USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present 
instance, claim 1 recites the broad recitation "objects", and the claim also recites "in particular 
vehicle bodies" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

In claim 2, lines 4-5, "the first skid runner" lacks antecedent basis. 

In claim 2, line 6, "the second skid runner" lacks antecedent basis. 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Martin et al 
(US 5,556,466) in view of Bethke et al (US 6,464,066). 

Martin et al provide for an installation for coating objects, in particular vehicle bodies 
and parts thereof, comprising a coating booth (22), in which at least one application device is a 
drying booth downstream of the coating booth; a plurality of skids (24) having two skid runners 
which run parallel to the movement direction and each carrying at least one object to be coated; 
d) a skid-conveying system (30), on which the skid runners of the skids rest and which guides the 
skids through the coating booth and the drying booth, characterized in that adjacent skids (24) 
are movable relative to another such that they partially overlap in adjacent positions in the 
movement direction (see Figs. 12 and 13). Martin et al are silent concerning the skids being 
movable into one another so as to partially overlap or link. However, it was known in the 
conveyor art, at the time the invention was made, to overlap or link skids or pallets to 
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accommodate loads of various lengths as evidenced by Bethke et al (see abstract; col 1, lines 10- 
17). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide linking skids (i.e., 
pallets) as taught by Bethke et al in the installation of Martin et al, in order to allow for vehicles 
of various lengths to be processed on demand. 

With respect to claims 2-5, the installation as defined by the combination above would 
provide for linkage to the front and rear of the each skid such that front and rear support would 
be expected. The linkage to the front and rear of each skid would act as stops to limit movement 
between connected skids. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The following patent discloses the state of the art with respect to a conveyor system 
having linked or interconnected pallets: Kent (US 4,402,393). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Laura Edwards whose telephone number is (571) 272-1227. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Fiorilla can be reached on (571) 272-1 1 87. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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